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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
December 15, 2006 has been entered. Claims 39-67 are pending in this Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 39-67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. In the remarks section on page 6, applicant 
states that the newly added claims 39-67 are supported by the specification at least at 
1HJ18-20 and 32-34. However most claimed limitations are not described in the 
specification. For example, the specification does not describe the steps of appending, 
selecting, generating, calculating as recited in independent claim 39. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action; 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 39-67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Zimmermann et al. (US 6,678,694 B1 ), hereinafter "Zimmermann ". 

As per claim 39, Zimmermann teaches a method for performing knowledge 
discovery comprising: 

• "appending to each member of a data corpus one or more metatags, wherein 
said step of appending comprises the step of executing a ranking function" at 
Col. 3 lines 20-40; 

• "selecting a subset of members from said data corpus whose appended 
metatags are a match to set of criteria" at Col. 3 lines 35-40; 

• "generating a set of pairwise associations between elements of said subset of 
members" at Col. 3 lines 50-60; 
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• "calculating a value, for each pairwise association, representative of the number 
of time each respective pairwise association occurs across said subset of 
members" at Col. 8 lines 40-60; 

• "generating retrospective metatagging based on one or more of said set of 
pairwise associations, wherein said step of generating retrospective metatagging 
comprises the step of modifying said ranking function" at Col. 6 lines 57-67 and 
Col. 14 lines 30-67. 

As per claim 40, Zimmermann teaches the method of claim 39, wherein "said 
one or more metatags describe content of a respective member of said data corpus" at 
Col. 3 lines 20-40. 

As per claim 41, Zimmermann teaches the method of claim 39, wherein "said 
one or more metatags represent one or more concept class contained in a respective 
member of said data corpus" at Col. 3 lines 20-40. 

r 

As per claim 42, Zimmermann teaches the method of claim 41 , wherein "said 
one or more concept classes are inferred through the presence of one or more feature 
vectors in one or more respective members of said data corpus" at Col. 14 lines 30-65. 

As per claim 43, Zimmermann teaches the method of claim 39, wherein "said 
set of criteria are selected by a user" at Col. 4 lines 25-35. 
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As per claim 44, Zimmermann teaches the method of claim 39, wherein "said 
pairwise associations are pairwise association between concepts" at Col. 8 lines 20-60. 

As per claim 45, Zimmermann teaches the method of claim 39, wherein "said 
elements are nouns and/or noun phrases" at Col. 17 lines 40-50. 

As per claim 46, Zimmermann teaches the method of claim 39, further 
comprising: "identifying pairwise associations having a respective said value reaching a 
predetermined threshold" at Col. 14 lines 30-40. 

* 

♦ 

As per claim 47, Zimmermann teaches the method of claim 39, further 
comprising: "selecting a second subset of members from said data corpus whose ' 
retrospective metatags are a match to said set of criteria; generating a second set of 
pairwise association between elements of said second subset of members; and 
calculating a second value, for each pairwise association, representative of the number 
of times that each respective pairwise association occurs across said second subset of 
member 1 ' at Figs. 7-9; 

As per claim 48, Zimmermann teaches the method of claim 47, further 
comprises "modifying said set of criteria" at Col. 4 lines 25-35. 

As per claim 49, Zimmermann teaches the method of claim 47, wherein "said 
elements are nouns and/or noun phrases and further comprising the step of identifying 



Application/Control Number: 10/604,705 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2166 

pairwise associations having a respective said second value reaching a predetermined 
threshold" at Col. 14 lines 30-40. 

As per claim 50, Zimmermann teaches the method of claim 49, further 
comprising "extracting elements of said second subset of members associated with said 
identified pairwise association having a respective said second value reaching said 
predetermined threshold" at Col 14 lines 30-40. 

As per claim 51 , Zimmermann teaches a method for performing knowledge 
discovery comprising: 

• "determining a first degree of correlation among a data corpus" at Col. 4 line 59 
to Col. 5 line 13; 

• "indexing member of said data corpus with metatags according to a metatagging 
scheme, wherein said metatagging scheme employs a first level of knowledge 
representation for said first degree of correlation" at Col. 4 line 59 to Col. 5 line 
13; and 

• "employs at least a second level of knowledge representation for a second 

degree of correlation among data, wherein said first and second levels of 

«. 

knowledge representation are representative of different degrees of correlation 
among data" at Col. 6 lines 45-65; 

• "determining said second degree of correlation among a subset of said data 
corpus" at Col. 8 lines 20-60; 
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• "reindexing said members of said data corpus with metatags according to said 
metatagging scheme based on said determined second degree of correlation" at 
Col. 1 1 line 60 to Col. 12 line 55. 

Claims 52-67 recite similar limitations as discussed in the rejection of claims 39- 
51 above and are therefore rejected by the same reasons. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 39-67 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record, listed on form PTO-892, and not relied upon, if any, 
is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

If a reference indicated as being mailed on PTO-FORM 892 has not been 
enclosed in this action, please contact Lisa Craney whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3574 for faster service. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Khanh B. Pham whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
41 16. The examiner can, normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30am to 
4:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on (571) 272-3978. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

* 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Khanh B. Pham 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2166 



March 2, 2007 




